The effect of Visual Display Unit (VDU) near task under two different surrounding lightings on accommodation facility / Azmir Ahmad, Ai-Hong Chen and Abd Rahim Ahmad by Ahmad, Azmir et al.
VOLUME 12 N0.2 
DECEMBER 2015 
ISSN 1675-7017 
SOCIAL and 
MANAGEMENT 
RESEARCH 
JOURNAL 
Institute of Research Management Innovation (IRMI) 
Assessing the Impact of Microcredit Programs on Participant's Entrepreneurial Behavior: A 
Conceptual Framework 
Zuraidah Mohamed Isa, Roslan Abdul Hakim & Russayani Ismail 
Writing Strategies Used by Malaysian ESL Undergraduates 
Lee Lai Fong, Teoh Sian Hoon, Geethanjali Narayanan, 
Gurnam Kaur Sidhu & Chan Yuen Fook 
Institutional Support for Postgraduate Study in Malaysia 
Gurnam Kaur Sidhu, Sarjit Kaur, Lim Peck Choo, Chan Yuen Fook, 
Lee Lai Fong & Leele Susana Jamian 
The Effect of Visual Display Unit (VDU) Near Task Under Two Different Surrounding 
Lightings on Accommodation Facility 
Azmir Ahmad, Ai-Hong Chen & Abd Rahim Ahmad 
Exploring Women's Work Decision in Malaysia ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ™ 
Peck-Leong Tan, Ruzita Baah, Geetha Subramaniam & Hadijah Iberahim 
Enforcement of Foreign Judgment in E-Commerce Consumer Contracts in Malaysia: Issues 
and Challenges 
Shazanah Sarwar Khan & Sheela Jayabalan 
The Effect of Listening to Binaural Beats on Frontal EEG Alpha and Beta of Males and Females 
Norhazman H., Mohamad Zaini N., Tain M. N., Kama Azura Othman, 
Jailani R. & Omar H. A. \ ^ k 
Corporate Governance: Nominee Director the Gatekeeper 
Yang Chik Adam \jM 
SOCIAL AND MANAGEMENT RESEARCH JOURNAL 
Chief Editor 
Loo Ern Chen 
Univesiti Teknologi MARA, Malaysia 
Journal Administrators 
Salina Abdullah 
Editorial Board 
Ann Hansford, Bournemouth University, United Kingdom 
Azizah Abdullah, Universiti Teknologi MARA, Malaysia 
Azmi Abdul Hamid, Universiti Teknologi MARA, Malaysia 
Binh Tram-Nam, The University of New South Wales, Sydney, Australia 
Darussalam Abu Bakar, Universiti Teknologi MARA, Malaysia 
Faridah Hassan, Universiti Teknologi MARA, Malaysia 
Isahak Kassim, Universiti Teknologi MARA, Malaysia 
Jama'yah Zakaria, Universiti Putra Malaysia, Malaysia 
Kalsom Salleh, Universiti Teknologi MARA, Malaysia 
Kiranjit Kaur, Universiti Teknologi MARA, Malaysia 
Maniam Kaliannan, University of Nottingham Malaysia Campus 
Megawati Omar, Universiti Teknologi MARA, Malaysia 
Noraini Mohd Ariffin, International Islamic University Malaysia 
Nor Aziah Alias, Universiti Teknologi MARA, Malaysia 
Poon Wai-Ching, Monash University Sunway Campus, Malaysia 
Radiah Othman, Massey Universiti, New Zealand 
Rashid Ameer, International Pacific College, New Zealand 
Rohana Othman, Universiti Teknologi MARA, Malaysia 
Rohaya Md Noor, Universiti Teknologi MARA, Malaysia 
Roshayani Arshad, Universiti Teknologi MARA, Malaysia 
Rosliza Mat Zin, Universiti Malaysia Terengganu, Malaysia 
Sardar M.N. Islam, Victoria University, Melbourne, Australia 
Siti Noor Hayati Mohamed Zawawi, Universiti Teknologi MARA, Malaysia 
Yap Voon Choong, Multimedia University, Malaysia 
©UiTMPress , UiTM2015 
All r ights reserved. No part of this publ icat ion may be reproduced, copied, stored in any 
r e t r i e v a l s y s t e m or t r a n s m i t t e d in a n y fo rm or by a n y m e a n s ; e l e c t r o n i c , 
m e c h a n i c a l , p h o t o c o p y i n g , r e c o r d i n g or o t h e r w i s e ; w i t h o u t p r i o r p e r m i s s i o n in 
wr i t ing from the Di rec to r of U i T M Pres s , Un ive r s i t i Tekno log i M A R A , 4 0 4 5 0 Shah 
Alam, Selangor Darul Ehsan, Malaysia . E-mail : penerb i t@salam.ui tm.edu .my 
Social and Management Research Journal is jointly published by Institute of Research Management 
Innovation (IRMI) and UiTM Press, Universiti Teknologi MARA, 40450 Shah Alam, Selangor, 
Malaysia. 
The views, opinions and technical recommendations expressed by the contributors and authors are 
entirely their own and do not necessarily reflect the views of the editors, the publisher and the 
university. 
SOCIAL and 
MANAGEMENT 
RESEARCH 
JOURNAL 
Institute of Research Management Innovation (IRMI) 
Vol. 12 No. 2 December 2015 ISSN 1675-7017 
1. Assessing the Impact of Microcredit Programs on 
Participant's Entrepreneurial Behavior: 
A Conceptual Framework 1 
Zuraidah Mohamed Isa 
Roslan Abdul Hakim 
Russayani Ismail 
2. Writing Strategies Used by Malaysian 
ESL Undergraduates 15 
Lee Lai Fong 
Teoh Sian Hoon 
Geethanjali Narayanan 
Gurnam Kaur Sidhu 
Chan Yuen Fook 
3. Institutional Support for Postgraduate Study 
in Malaysia 31 
Gurnam Kaur Sidhu 
Sarjit Kaur 
Lim Peck Choo 
Chan Yuen Fook 
Lee Lai Fong 
Leele Susana Jamian 
The Effect of Visual Display Unit (VDU) Near Task 
Under Two Different Surrounding Lightings 
on Accommodation Facility 45 
Azmir Ahmad 
Ai-Hong Chen 
Abd Rahim Ahmad 
Exploring Women's Work Decision in Malaysia 53 
Peck-Leong Tan 
Ruzita Baah 
Geetha Subramaniam 
Hadijah Iberahim 
Enforcement of Foreign Judgment in E-Commerce 
Consumer Contracts in Malaysia: 
Issues and Challenges 67 
Shazanah Sarwar Khan 
Sheela Jayabalan 
The Effect of Listening to Binaural Beats on Frontal 
EEG Alpha and Beta of Males and Females 77 
Norhazman H. 
Mohamad Zaini N. 
Tain M. N. 
Kama Azura Othman 
Jailani R. 
Omar H. A. 
Corporate Governance: Nominee Director 
the Gatekeeper 93 
Yang Chik Adam 
ii 
THE EFFECT OF VISUAL DISPLAY UNIT (VDU) NEAR TASK 
UNDER TWO DIFFERENT SURROUNDING LIGHTINGS 
ON ACCOMMODATION FACILITY 
Azmir Ahmad1, Ai-Hong Chen2, Abd Rahim Ahmad3 
12
 Optometry & Visual Science Research Centre (iROViS), Community of Research 
(Health and Wellbeing), Universiti Teknologi MARA (UiTM), 
40450 Shah Alam, Selangor, Malaysia 
1
 Optometry Programme, Faculty of Health Sciences, 
Universiti Teknologi MARA (UiTM), 
42300 Puncak Alam, Selangor, Malaysia 
2E-mail: aihong0707@yahoo.com 
ABSTRACT 
The purpose of the study was to compare the accommodation facility after 
electronic visual display usage was used under two different surrounding 
lightings: one with and the other without room light. Accommodation 
facility is the capability of the eyes to respond and focus on visual stimuli 
at various distances, and could be measured clinically. Twenty young 
subjects participated in this study where the subjects were assigned to read 
binocularly from electronic visual display unit (VDU) for one hour under 
2 different surrounding lighting conditions (with and without room light) 
at random sequence. Binocular accommodation facility was measured via 
standard clinical vision examination protocol using a ±2.00 DS lens flipper 
with 6/9 near visual acuity target. Friedman test showed no significant 
changes in binocular accommodation facility, [x2 (2) =5.772,p=0.06J. The 
difference in accommodation facility after one-hour VDU near task between 
the absence and presence of surrounding room light was negligible. Future 
studies should investigate the temporal aspects of the accommodation 
process during VDU task to understand the accommodation related VDU 
symptoms especially under low lighting. 
Keywords: Visual Display Unit (VDU), lighting, accommodation facility. 
SOCIAL AND MANAGEMENT RESEARCH JOURNAL 
INTRODUCTION 
Poor quality of lighting was associated with various vision symptoms and 
discomforts such as headache, fatigue, eye/strain and poor performance 
(Veitch & Newsham, 1998). These vision related-problems could affect the 
quality of life. As vision is an important aspect of daily life, modification 
on anterior built environment was made to improve visual comfort by 
innovating anterior design for residential needs (Frascarolo, Martorelli, & 
Vitale, 2014). As visual comfort was the result of visual interaction, it could 
also be influenced by human factors such as mood, preferences judgment 
and also light. With proper lighting, soft combination of contrasts and light 
was mostly preferred in ensuring high visual comfort for the users (Shen, 
Hu&Patel,2014). 
The quality of the retinal image especially during near task could be 
reduced due to the decreased illumination, contrast and spatial stimulus-
free condition (Rosenfield et al., 1994). Near task involved the stimulation 
of accommodation. During near task, the eye changed focus from distance 
target to a near object, by means of accommodation, altering the location 
of the retinal image point to optically conjugate with the retina as a result 
of contraction in the ciliary muscle. Thus, accommodation facilitated near 
task such as reading. 
Under very low surrounding illumination, reading performance 
became significantly reduced due to difficulty in focussing (Chang, Chou 
& Shieh, 2013). Inadequate lighting conditions for long-duration of reading 
tasks using electronic visual display (VDU) was reported to hamper the near 
reading speed. This indicated that lighting affected the ability to do various 
near tasks including visual display unit (VDU) task. Prolonged near task 
could induce accommodative hysteresis and delay the ability of crystalline 
lens to change its dioptric power rapidly (Ebenholrz, 1983). This ability 
was known as accommodation facility, which referred to the capability of 
the eyes to respond and focus on visual stimuli at various distances and in 
different sequences in a given period of time (Pandian et al.9 2006). 
There was a reduction in accommodation response up to 1.0 DS after 
conducting VDU tasks compared to only up to 0.25 DS reduction after 
the non-VDU task (Gur & Ron, 1992). Amplitude of accommodation was 
reduced to about 0.69 DS among VDU users compared to 0.18 DS reduction 
among non-VDU users (Gur, Ron & Heicklen-Klein, 1994). VDU near 
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tasks posed a higher demand to accommodation and convergence in relation 
to non-VDU near tasks. Significant myopic shifts were prominent after 
continuous VDU near-task compared to non-VDU task even among children 
(Teoh, Chen & Mohidin, 2012). VDU users might be more susceptible to 
vision related problems when working under insufficient lighting work 
environment. At lower lighting, the visual search time on electronic display 
became longer, indicating surrounding lighting was important to ensure 
visual performance (Shen et al., 2009). VDU user also displayed difficulty 
to change focus to the distance due to the problem in accommodation 
(Sheedy & Parsons, 1990). This study aimed to compare the effects of one 
hour of VDU tasks with and without room light on accommodation facility. 
METHODS 
Two surrounding lighting conditions were used in this study; with and 
without room light. As for with room light, the light source was from normal 
fluorescent light of the experimental room, which was ceiling-mounted. 
The light was switched off during the without room light condition. Thus 
for without room light, the only source of light is from the VDU itself. In 
addition, the study was conducted in a dark experimental room with no 
lighting coming through from the window and corridor to ensure that the 
surrounding lighting exposure was controlled properly. The room itself was 
located in a confined area without any windows, the only opening being the 
door was sealed completely during the experiment. Using T-10A luxmeter 
(Konica Minolta, Japan), the illumination under room light was verified to 
be 700 lux, while without room light was below 10 lux. Both surrounding 
lighting conditions were exposed at random sequence. 
Laptop (Compaq HP 6730s) was used as VDU with the brightness 
standardized through the computer setting at 100% and display resolution 
of 1280 x 800. The contrast of the VDU was standardized at 50% contrast 
for all surrounding lighting conditions. The VDU was positioned at natural 
near position of 40 cm to 50 cm from the eye. 
All twenty young subjects had the best distance visual acuity of 6/6, 
near visual acuity of N5 and stereopsis of 40" or better with Butterfly stereo 
acuity test. Subject with any known history of ocular disease or binocular 
vision problem was excluded. Ethical approval from Universiti Teknologi 
MARA and written consent was obtained prior to the study in ensuring 
adherence to the Helsinki declaration. 
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The VDU task consisted of reading on VDU for one continuous hour 
binocularly while wearing refractive correction. Binocular accommodation 
facility was measured before and after VDU near task. Binocular 
accommodation facility was taken via standard clinical protocol under bright 
room illumination of 700 lux. This was measured with T-10A luxmeter 
(Konica Minolta, Japan), using ±2.00 DS lens flipper using 6/9 near visual 
acuity card as the fixation target. The +2.00 DS was introduced prior to 
the -2.00 lens. Accommodation facility was determined by the amount of 
cycles that the subjects could clear the fixation target through the alteration 
of ±2.00 DS in 60 seconds. One cycle was indicated when the subjects 
could complete a rotation to clear the near fixation target once the +2.00 
DS was firstly introduced, then clear the target with -2.00 DS and back to 
clear the target with the +2.00 lens again. To ensure valid measurement of 
accommodation facility, the following VDU task was assigned after a wash 
out period of 10 minutes to eliminate fatigue effects on accommodation. 
RESULTS 
Based on Shapiro-Wilk normality test, the data were not normally 
distributed (p<0.05,). Friedman nonparametric test were used to compare 
the independent variables of accommodation facility which were the pre-
task measure, post-task surrounding room light measure and post-task no 
room light measure. The median (IQR) of binocular accommodation facility 
for pre-task, post-task room light and post-task no room light were 11.00 
cpm (±2.00), 11.00 cpm (±1.75) and 10.50 cpm (±1.00) respectively, as 
illustrated in Figure 1. 
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Figure 1: The difference in median of binocular accommodation facility for 
pre- and post-task under with and without surrounding room light. 
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The Friedman test showed no significant change in binocular 
accommodation facility after the VDU tasks under the two surrounding 
lighting conditions [%2 (2) =5.772, p=0.06]. There was no significant 
difference in binocular accommodation facility after VDU task with 
and without room light, [Z= -1.062, p=0.288] and [Z= -1.517, p=0.129] 
respectively based on Wilcoxon Signed Rank post-hoc test. 
DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION 
This study showed that binocular accommodation facility showed only 
slight change between pre- and post-task between with and without 
surrounding illumination. However, there was no significant difference 
in binocular accommodation facility after one hour VDU task with and 
without surrounding room light. Previous studies found that the dark and 
bright illumination conditions affected the vision system differently. Under 
total dark conditions, there was a lack of stimulus and the stimulus-free 
condition reduced accommodation response compared to normal lighting 
viewing condition (Rosenfield et ai, 1994). The accommodation response 
moved towards the tonic position as the stimulus to accommodation was 
reduced. Thus, the quality of the visual target image was decreased due to 
the reduced illumination, decreased contrast and spatial frequency content 
or in the absence of visual stimuli (Fisher, 1997). 
Nevertheless, our study showed no statistical difference after VDU task 
with and without surrounding room light, suggesting that one hour was a 
short duration which was insufficient to cause reduction in accommodation 
facility. The visual change after VDU task was most probably noticed as a 
symptom first, followed by problem in accommodation facility afterwards. 
Under binocular viewing, accommodation status had strong interaction 
with a vergence system (Schachar, 2006). Binocular interaction might 
enhance the capabilities of the eye to quickly regain retinal image clarity 
during relaxation and stimulation of accommodation under dark and bright 
conditions. As the target image was alternately blurred using plus and 
minus lens, the eye repeatedly relaxed and accommodated (Rosenfield 
& Cohen, 1996), and at the same time both eyes diverged and converged 
accordingly. With the support of vergence system, different surrounding 
illuminations might not affect accommodation facility binocularly. It was 
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suggested that a variety of binocular cues were used to guide the dynamic 
accommodation responses (Seidel, Gray & Heron, 2005). Furthermore, the 
near VDU task was different from normal reading with books or any printed 
reading material (Iribarren, Fornaciari & Hung, 2001). Factors such as the 
type of font use, the brightness and the reading task with the VDU could 
contribute to the unchanged binocular accommodation facility even there 
was no surrounding illumination. 
Nevertheless, VDU task was associated with various visual problem 
such as asthenopia, visual discomfort, reduced near focusing and blurred 
vision (Gur & Ron, 1992; Gur, Ron & Heicklen-Klein, 1994; Teoh, Chen & 
Mohidin, 2012). Proper care should be given while working on VDU task 
to ensure minimal visual related problems especially under low lighting 
condition. As our study indicated that the difference in accommodation 
facility after VDU task under the presence and absence of surrounding 
room light is negligible, accommodation facility might not be adequate to 
relate with vision symptoms of VDU task. Future study should investigate 
on the actual accommodation process during the VDU task. Furthermore, 
near task was associated with a dynamic accommodation microfluctuation 
due to the exposure to target vergence demand (Day et al, 2006). Therefore, 
the temporal aspect of accommodation during VDU might explain the 
occurrence of related VDU symptoms. 
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